St, 12, Frederick, fed. 21701 
'3/24/77 


JSr* '*3 bs lilaoa* Coordinator 

C1& 

sasM-ngtoa, &«<?. 20505 
3ear Fa*, Wilson, 

1 3iave just finished going ovsr hatch. S of tee J5X releases* WMle X do as* believe 
tba Agency will te receptive tec any sagiceettees X do have gas i& p&rtacolayj tee now 
director Mght »®X3. lats a ssEv-Ag^acy person in Ms trust over these things ®i tali 
Ms whether or net there «S8 bw sry ra&s»» to withheld 

If there ma m& sariona Agency interest in taewiaj what stivers eight take of it fros> 
this baling tease records exaedned by a goad analyst charged -site tis ngggomlbiiity for 
bunding a ease* of saspMrttas the Agency saigM sivo it aesa oaferstw^W f* dsgrec to 
ids&tli it gees to attract saspLoisa to itself md its aotivea ami a possible past, ' 

I personalise one aspect. Xo« have a proper vaguest fro* ass for any and all recarda 
on ra® &&£i+: back to 1971* "few have not applied. loo tern note acted finally en an appeal 
.■lony ov&rdue* Aside froa suayostesg teat tee Agency would prefer stalling uatil a court 
cr4s its otaliiag ana is ia deliberate stitemi violation of 'the hm these record* 
contain direct and indirect safe raws*# to a® that have sot tecs provided aon urs qt&lto 
. obviously m* expiate. 

Also peraweSal# yea have releases m& approved for release leas a go a r.eo*d that 
hs*» bean profited ia eena»etiso with jay S.a. 73-1448. *t deals with defoetars aid vltets 
the tins frara® of what is at issue in teat case. It was det^rifiad pad©? to the delivery 
of aha* was delivered in that case. I«* it was not glvsn to sse or to the *lourt. 

lou have not provided m vlte a copy of the SwsaM 331 record that was tea subject 
of s recent ■%ii©naX fairer story. iMs m^gesta a disinfoxaatiOBal intent, whether 
or set there was sash m latent* What did happen ©cold have bsm predicted fiwa the 
record of those who sad® the use* 

®wa there is such catenae®! X&sa ia the so-called ssnitiMsg nttsihatisg year 
sKwaee i'Msgaisr to te® IS1* Or the vital naaoddEsk need to ®®e* the Agency* e'Wtetcwy 
oblisatioiro of white * havs heard, so oftsa by Mteholrfis.y to now its copy of the* 

Bzseutive Order eatablisbias tfea »arroa %Bsl 4 *si©aa. 

Bao anyone ia authority stepped to s*k what the reaction, would toe if a Gmtpreat&omJL 
coKilttee war) to ®Eaaino the copies of article® seat certain statioas aai bases on th» 

JSS 83sasateateS.cn and tea Seadssisn and mm of its c/siticss? J£gw scald the Agsaay r^~ 
sp«B3d if asked if it did not propagandize ita mm people rather than iafosKicg tfetas? Jks 
Ag ®ooy ssnt its tjwn paopla slat it knew to te past sere ridic-;loiiS!n®s», as? Mrely faetiml 
inaocuraeles* ash. then teO.4 its om pee^e to use tela site ttelr ©oataete md aesete 
and ev®5 officials sf other ®cv®ftssfsete, 

Scald aayorss there Sara to tenspess this to tea- emaKSi and to this country, aaj r 
to tlie- tskte-ij of an 4#wy ssployae*® word in esart of law? 

In tte li^ht ox” this and saaeli sere 1 raters to ay esa vefasste* I waot to Jaaosc-sIwBi 
X ess eapsot to haar farther about «y pgrsotatl-dilog request aad voqueste for apo dal 
subjacta. She oo:if;jaicBX .in wMefe ymi ceaterivo tees® mleasos nateaa sy iiarsait of tea 
subject roqsaats essential in sy work. 1 tet v® b®ssx patieat la ths hope yea «euM 
to recoipizo ths Acts as ralaiteg to yots, X do not want tea fils m? tsmeosssary wxsos. 

1 tesrefex® bop® you vlli .givos ssa a mmi&n£fvtl and wstv&dvB response. 

Steccrsly, 


^arcld teiste'VC 



